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For some time the area generariy <nown as the Appaiachian Xezion has been 
recognized as a definite economic prebiem area. In pericds of widespread econe 
omic depression, the residents of this area have been adversely affected more 
than those in other parts of the United States, Even when prosperity prevails 
in the national economy, the econ liomy of much of the Appalachian Resion renains 


semidepressed, Declines in many of the Region's econouic activities, especially 


coal mining, have been at least partiaily responsible for these conditions, 


ae 


The objectives of this report are 


ee 
r) 


Define the Appalachian Region. 

2. Point out significant changes that have occurred over the past ten 
years in the agricultural anda other important economic sectors. Point 
out population changes that have taken place. 


3. Give some indication of the sroblems that have arisen during Chis tine 


period, 


Extending from northern Alabama to. southern New York, the Appalachien Kes_-:: 
consists of the geographic entity known as the Appaiaciian Mountain Range, togetser 
with the adjacent plateaus, valleys, and foothills. Since there exists no ge 
accepted Appalachian Region with well defined ooundarics, it was necessary to weve... 
from existing data an area that would include a major portion of the geographic fc 
palachian Range. 

Mest of the availabie reports are coccerned with only the southern portion ox 
the Repavachians: The southern part is ceneraily resarded as that portion extenal: 
from northern West Virginia to northern Alabama. However, two reports are availasie 


that include the entire Appalachian Sanee, 
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this delineztion since the boundary lines do not correspond to county lines. cue 


?, 


ever, their generai location is presented in Figure 4. 
Figure 5 indicates the Appalachian Region as deterained 
Appalachian Governors in 1962, Thig delineation includes 284 counties lecated is. 
& states, These states range from Alabama to Pennsyivania, However, part of sie 
stetes of Georgia, New York, and Chic were not included as was the cage in the Soil 
Conservation Service delineation, 
in order to determine a region with identifiable boundaries, the areas prs oauit- 
ed in Figures 1 through § were analyzed and synthesized inte aa area composed of 369 
counties. These counties ara located in li states, In our analysis it was assumed 
that the mlidmm area should include ali counties dosignated by the Conference of 


* 


4ppalachian Governors. In addition, the Soeil Conservation Service delineation and 


2 


the area described in the Southern Appalachian Rezicn were given mich considcration. 
Figure G shows the Appalachian Segion as 4t hag been defined fer the surposc 
of this report. <A list of counties is presented in Table 1. Ye do not claim that 
this delineztion ig the true or bast possible delincation that could be mace, <2 
contains, howaver, most of the areas that have previously been considered to Ge part 
of the Appalachian Region and it doas not contain any counties that have never bean 


considered a part of the Kegion, 


Characterigtics of the Appalaciian Kegion 
There is a tendency to think of this extensive Legion as essentially pomo- 
gencous, Ucwaver, the Region is chavacterized by cousiderable diversity of cone 
ditions. This diversity is a factor of great importance in piamming economic 


adjustments for the entire Region ov for segments of the Regions: 
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Fieure 4, The Appalachian Region 23 defined by the Soii Conservation Service 
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Table lk. 


A, Alabama . (32 counties) 


31. 
32. 


Bibs 
Biaunt 
Calioun 
Chanbers 
cheroree 
Ciilton 
Clay 
Cleburne 
Colitert 
Coosa 
Cullinan 
De Kalb 
Bimore 
Etowah 
Fayette 
Franidia 
Jaciison: 
Jefferson 
Laugenca 
Limestone 
Madison 
Marion 
Marshall 
Morgan 
Randolph 
St. Clair 
Shelby 
Teliadeza 
Tallapoosa 
Tuscaloosa 
Walker 
Winston 


B. Georgia (20 counties) 


Bartow 
Catoosa 
Chattooga 
Dade 
Dawson 
Paonin 
Flayd 
Gilnag 
Gordon 
Babershan 


Ji, iLeuupkin 

i2, Murray 

13, Pictens 

iS. Polk 

15. Rabun 

15. Towns 

17. Union 

13, Walker 

19, thite 

20. khitfield 
C. Kentucky (46 counties) 


Le 


Adair 
Bath 

Bell 
Loyd 
Breathitt 
Carter 
Casey 
Clay 
Clinton 
Cumberland 
Rliiott 
egtiil 
Fleming 
Floyd 


‘Garrard 


Greenup 
Harlan 
Jacksou 
Johnson 
Knott 
Knox 
Laurel 
Lawrence 
Lee 
Lesiie 
Letcher 
Lewis 
Lincoln 
meCreary 
Madison 
Hageffin 
Martin 
Menifee 
Montgomery 


Counties and G:ates in the Appaischian Rezion 


Maryland (3 counties) 
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LG S$ AED 


Morcan 
Cusicy 
Perry 
Pike 
PoweiZ 
Pulaski 
Rockcastie 
Kowa 
Russelh 
Kayne 
vnLtley 
Wolfe 


Allesany 
Garretcé 
Vashingéicu 


North Caroliua (27 


pee eT | 
eounties) 


Allaghany 
Alexander 
Ashe 
AVETY 
Buncoase 
Burke 
Caldwell 
Cherekeas 
Clay 
Cleveland 
Grahas 
fiaywood 
Hienderson 
Jackson 
MeDowell 
‘acon 
Hadison 
Mitchell 
Polk 
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‘Stokes 


Surry 
Swain 
Transylvania 
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Fe 


Y¥Yorx 


Vatauga 
Wilkes 
Yancey 


Aiiegany 
Broome 
Cattaraugus 
Chautauqua 
Chemung 
Chern2anzo 
Cortland 


‘Poelaware 


Grecne 
Livingston 
Otsego 
Schuyler 
touben 
Sullivan 
Tioga 
Tomsk ius 
Ulster 
Wyoulng 


{253 counties) 


Adaxs 
Athos 
Belmont 
Carroll 
Columbiana 
Cosnecton 
Gallia 
Guernsey 
Harrisoa 
Hocking 
Holnes 
Jacksou 
Jefferson 
Lawrence 
Mahoalng 
Meics 
Monroe 
Morgan 
Musi iagua 
Notle 
Perry 
Pike 
Ross 


(25 counties) 


Penusylvania (59 countics) 
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Scicks 
Trumvull 
fuscarayw 
Vinton 
Vashingtion 


Ailozheny 
Atma ony 
Beaver 
hediord 
Berks 
Slair 
radford 
Butier 
Cambria 
Caweron 
Carcon 
Centre 
Claricn 
Clearfieid 
Clintea 
Cslumbia 
Crawford 
Cumberland 
Dauphia 
Llc 
erie 
Fayette 
Forest 
Fracklia 
Fultern 
Creene 
Runtingdon 
Tadiane 
Jefferson 
Jsuaista 
Lackawanna 
Lawrence 
Lebanon 
Lehigh 
Luzerne 
Lycoming 
Bekean 
tiercer 
Mifflia 
Honroe 
Montour ton 
Nor thampiien 
Northumberland 
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39. 
40. 
41. 
42. 
436 
44. 
43, 
466 
47. 
43-6 
49. 


Overton Mee 
Pickett 


Polk: 


Putnam 
Rhos 
Roane 
=cobe 
Sequatchte 
Sevier 
Saith 
Sullivan 
Unicol 
Union 

Van Curren 
harxen 
washington 
White 


Virginia (32 counties) 


le 
26 
De 
be 


Alleghany 
Aucesca 
bath 

Bland 
Botetourt 
buEcaanaa 
Carroll 
Clarise 
Craig 
Dickenson 
Ployd 
Prederick 
Giles 
Grayson 
Nishland 
Lee 
‘Montgomery 
Pace 
Patrick 
Pulaski 
aoanoke 
Rockbridge 
aockingham 
Russell 
Scott 
Sienandoah 
Sug th 
Tazewell 
Warren 
WVasuington 
Wice 


kythe 
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Bacbous 
Berkeley 
Leoke 
Hraaton 
BYSoke 
Cavell 
Calhoun 
Clay 
Doddridge 
Fayette 
Gilwer 
Grant 
Greenbrier 
Hampsaire 
Uancock 
Hardy 
lilagcigon 
Jackson 
Jefferson 
Kanawha 
Lewis 
Lincein 
Lovaas 
Hedowell 
Marion 
Har shali 
hago 
Hexcer 
Hineral 
Mingo 
Monongalia 
Monresé 
torgan 
Nicholas 
Chis 
Pendleton 
Pleasants 
Pocalontes 
Freston 
ruczam 
Raleigh 
aendolph 
Ritchie 
nOake 
Susser s 
Taylor 
Tucker 
Tyier 
Upsiur 

i aye 
Vebster 


{55 counties) 
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Even though economic and soclal conditions are different in difforent 
sectors of the Region, there are, nevortheless, certain sinilar features 
that ara characteristic of large segments of the Raglon. Following is a 
discussion of some of these similar features. After the sinilar feature 
characteristics are presented, sc of the diverse conditions will be dis- 
cussed, 

Perhaps the Region's most distinctive unifying feature ia its goographic 
unity, The Appalachian Mountain Range is composed of several smaller mountain 
ranges, valloys, and plateaus, ‘The Blue Ridge Mountain Range, lying ia the 
eastern portion of Appalachia, extends from northern Georgia, up through North 
Carolina, Virginia, Maryland and into southern Pounsylvania.. The Great Smoky 
Mountain Range Lies west of the Bluc 2idge and extends up through Tennessee, * 
torth Carolina, and into southern Virginia. The massive Allegheny Front extends 
from northern Alabama into northern Pennsylvania. To the west of this Front 
lies tie Cumberland Plateau, located in Tennessee and Kentucky, and the Allegheny 
Piateau, located in Ohio, Weat Virginia and Permaylvania, The Great Valley ex- 
tends down through eastern Pennsylvania, central Maryland, and western Virginia 
and to the cast of the Blue Ridge lies the Piedmont Piateau. 

This mountainous terrain creates conditions of difficult accessibility. Its 
north-south orientation tends to make for difficult eastewest travel. The mountaine 
ous structure also limits the amount cf level, buildable land. This factor may 
tend to discourage industry from locating in the area. 

The existence of a large portion of the nation's bituminous and anthracite 
coal resources is & second regional feature. However, there are large sectora 
in which mo coal deposits ere found. The mechanization of the coal mining ine 
dustry and the subsequent unemployment ef uinera hae ieft many areas in serious 
economic depression. This unenployuent hes had depressing second round effects 
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on the service incustrieg lecated in these areas. As a consequence, additional 
loss of unemloyment has resulted, 

The high vate of unemployment and underemployment is a third characteristic 
of the Region. Aa examination of employment data indicates the most of the Region's 
counties have a high rate of unes>ltoyment. These data will be examined in a later 
section, 

Non-commercial agriculture is a fourth factor characteristic of the Region. 
Even though there are some efZicieut operations located in the Region, most farms 
are cuall, undercapitalized unita yielding low incomes to their owners, The | 
Regioa’s agriculture consists largely of iicendtteccditivartan of steep slepes 
and narrow valleys. The scarcity of level agricultural land, tha large losecs 
of topsoil through erosion of the steep hillsides, and the rclatively short growe 
ing seasoa are some factors which hava contributed to a continuous decline in 
the Region's apsricultural economy, 

Although the above features are characteristic of much of Appalachia, they 
are not uniform throughout the Sesion. The diversity of these features can have 
a significant effect upon economic development withia the Region. Follewing are 
some of the differences found within the Region. 

There are significant economic differences in the Resion, As previously 
stated, coal mining, which characterizes much of the area, is nonexistence in 
many sectors. Furthermore, in a few localities gas and 011 resources are abundant, 
while in most areas these resources axe absent. Agriculture also differs in vie 
ous sectors, This difference is due to variations in climate, soil, and topography. 
While most of the agriculture is bopsiceed on small, biliside farus, areas ike the 
Great Valley maintain large, highly capitalized, efficient units, 

The metropolitan or urban centera of the Region aise vary in composition 
and strength of their economies and differ greatly from the rural areas, Manufacturing 
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ind secvice industries are concentrated in these centers. These industries 
generally provide better incomes, job opportunities, level of living, and 
education facilities than the mining and rural areas. 

Finally, the northern sector is different from the southern part. ‘The 
norshesn postion supports more urban centers with manufacturing and service 
industries, while the southern economy is more dependent on agriculture. 

The Changing Agricultural Sector 

Although agriculture fa still an important econmouie activity tu the Ap- 
palachian Regioca, it is not the most important in terms of aexployment or inceuige 
Compared to manufacturing, construction, or service industries, fewer workers 
are exployed in agriculture. Kelative to total employment, agriculture has bc- 
coma less important in the last decade. 

The Region's agricultural resources are inadequate to support its fara 
population, Tor the most part, Appalachian agriculture is characterized by 
too many pecple on farms with emall acreagea of cropland, low czpitaiization, 
and low grocs fara incoues. In addition to a exropland chortage, the existing 
croplaad is composed of such email fields that efficicut use of modera machinery 
becomes a near impossibility. 

The email, low income fara is more characteristic of the southera portion 
of the Segien, In Maryland, New York, and Peanaylvania tie farms are larger and 
have greater fara incomes. | 

che tread established in the Unitad States over tia past few years has been’ 
a reduction ia farm numbers, land in farms, and harvested crepland while the avez- 
age size of farm and off-f£arm enpioyment has been ieerxeasing, Similiar trends have 
developed ia the Appalachian Kegien; however, changes were proportionally grester 
in the veduction of farm numbers, lead in farms, and harveated cropland ead proe 
portionally less in the increase in average size of farm and off-farm exployacat 
compared to the 11 states of which the Region is a pagt, or to the United States 


as @ wicle. 

Following is a description of seme changes that have occurred in the Region's 
agriculture, Tor the most part, changes are shown Sy comparing data from tna i956 
and 1959 censuses of agriculture, Comparisons are mece botween the Appalachian 
counties, the states of which they are a part, and the United States. Differences 
within tie Sesion are shown on supplementary maps with county dclinesticns. 


Busher of Farms, Land in Farua, and Uarvested Cropland 


4s shown in Table 2, the number of farms decreased by 37 percent in the Ape 
palachian counties from 1950 to 1959. This change is glightly greater chan the | 
31 percent decrease in the mation during the cama period, There was no aporesiasie 
difference, however, between the relative change in the number ef faras im the Ape 
palachians end in the li contiguous states. On the other hand, theve was considerable 
variation auong the counties im the Region (sce supplementary map). 

Land in farms and harvested cropland acresge decreased in tha nation from 1955 
to 1959 by 3 and 10 percent, respectively (Table 3). im contrast to these chances, 
totel farm acreage and harvested cropland acreage in the Kezioa decreased by anproxzi« 
mately 20 and iS percent, cannsetively. in general the trend bas been toward harveste 
ing a emaller percentage of the total farmland, Althougn, this trend ia not evident 
da the Region as 6 whole, a emalier percentage of the total fara land was barvested | 
in many secments of the Region (Table 3}. 

The data in Table 3 compare the reiative change in fare and harveated cropland 
ecrease in tia Appalachian counties of the 11 states with the entire statee AS @ ; 
general rulc, a greater relative chance occurred in both fara and harvested crop- 
land acreage in the Appalachian counties than in the 11 contiguous states, 

These was considerable variation in the relative change of both farm and harvested 
cropland ecreige among the Appalachian counties (see supplementary maps). in addition, - 


Table 4, waick shows the number of counties by percent change in acres of croplaad 
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harvested, shows the greatest relative changes occurred in counties in the southern 


states. 
Table 2, Number of farms in states in the Appalachian Region, 1950 and 19592a/ 
Area in the Appalachian Region Entire st 
Farm numbers Farm numD 


te 
23 
cen 


State 1950 Parcent changeD 
Alabama 142 326" 58,867 ~47.6 Ziti cole ~ £15,765 -45.3 
Georgia 26,025 14,157 -45.6 198,191 106,350 -46.3 
Kentucky 89,518 57,245 -36.1° 218,476 159,936 30.9 
Maryland 4° 76Gb. 3.282 =Si.1 36,407 <~.25,122 -30.4 
North Carolina 69,347 43,114 ~38.0 288,508 190,567 —-34.0 
New York 43,939 29,465 -32.9 124,977 82,356 -34.1 
Ohio 58,928 ‘38,952 ~335.3 499,359.” 140,353 -29.6 
Pennsylvania 118,600 _ 79,631 =32.9 146,887 100,052 -31.9 
Tennessee 104,090 73,853 -29.0 234,631. £57,688 -31.9 
Virginia 59,982 40,181 -33.0 150,997 97,623 -35.3 
West Virginia 81,434 44,011 -46.0 | 81,434 44,011 -46.0 

‘ Total 768,952 482,757 -37.2 1,888,079} 210,896 -35.9 


So) cource: U.S. Dept. of Commerce. 1951, 1961. U.S. Census of Agriculture: 1950, 
1959. Bureau of the Census, Washington. 


b/varm numbers decreased 31.2 percent in the United States. 


The average Appalachian farm in 1950 was only 88 acres in size. By 1959, 


the average size farm contained 113 acres. Farms in the 1i contiguous states 


were only slightly larger. In 1950 all farms in the 11 states averaged 97 acres 
and in 1959 the average had increased to 125 acres (Table 5). In contrast to the 


small average size farm in the Appalachian counties, farms in the United States 


averaged 215 acres ia 1950 and 302 acres in 1959. 
ae tai ~ 


In addition to the small size of farm, Appalachian farms averaged only 15 


acres of harvested rcpt aod in oe. In the same year, all U.S. farms averaged 
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84 acres of harvested ani 
There was considerable variation among the counties in average farm size (see 
supplementary maps). In 1950 there were 18 counties with farms averaging less than 


50 acres, while farms in 22 counties averaged 150 or more acres. By 1959, only 4 
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Table 3, Parcentage change in land in faras and harvested cropland in states in the Appalachian Region, 1950 to 19593/ 


= and 


ARPA oy SPIRIT VIED METRES LAU RY ORY EM We STREET ne NER INGE NICO RD INP RC IY CUP ARE RIMES 67. we 


SOND LL Gehe RORC HRD NN AT ATION GE A GACH AILEY VEC Ae JT LY A NRW eat TANIA PALA AIRS Seta a pe ROR EMAL ASIANS INN I MOE BY NY I Toe NL tte hsb He pm eR et ED 
Pe 


rian LOR TH ENE APPEL LO CORR ON mmmaaissamaninnlumnomcaratemieninennntersanepmnnn GEE BR ACS = 
Laud in Percent iarvested FELL Land In Porcentea harvested Percent ~ 
farang ase change ropland, age change farang age changa exropland age change 
515 LD 22) SL dd 122 SS OLD ES A SS dS SY SE OS 
Chows, aeres ged seres Ehous. gexves hondred eeres 


Alabana 6,531 -27.4 1,648 ~é0.0 10,543 -20.8 37,453 35.2 
feorgia 1,572 ~31.0 253 “G7 oh 19,653 ~23.7 49,120 3007 
Kentucky $, 262 -L7.5 825 -27 0% 417,031 “412.4 49,130 “200% 
Maryland 483 ~12.2 1,492 “15.5 3,457 ~i4,.8 hé 559 ~ 4.9 
Nerth Carolina 3,123 ~23-3 534 “334% 15,383 ~17.8 &7 464 “47.9 
Now York pee ~L4.7 36,920 “Lit 13,489 ~i5.3 50,327 “13,1 
Chie §,074 “19.2 1,356 ~19,2 18,507 “1.7 97,435 ~ 364 
Pemnaylvania 16,119 “16.3 23,8837 “25.4 - 43,862 ~16,0 48,337 ~13.9 
Tennessee §§ 6,183 “13.9 1,534 “31.0 16,081 ~13.2 41,164 20.2 
Virginia &, 709 ~14,7 | c22 ~21.5 13,126 ~A5.7 23,573 “13.5 
West Virginfa 6,953 ~26.2 8,319 ~3ia7 6,063 Ged &,319 “31.7 
Total $4, 5¢5 “19.7 71,933 “13.0 151,783 “17.0 £62,844 ~15.8 
8/ source: U.S. Sept. of Commerce. 1951, 1962. U.S. Cengus of Agriculture: 1950, 1959. Sureau of the Census, 
Washington, 
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b/eor the Untted States, farm acreage decreased 3 percent, widle harvested eropland decreased 10 percent. 
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Table 4. Number of counties pu eereee change in ecres of harvested creplend, Appalachian 
Region, 1959 to 1959= 


centared chance 


A 9 AS 


Alabama G 

Georgia 2 7 

Kentucky 3 & ki & & 

Maryland i i 2 a 

New York 2 5 g 2 LS 

North Carolina & 6 a 4 Z 

CGhio 2 15 i & i 26 

Pennsyivania 16 24 iS és 2 55 

Tennessee 2 19 iS 6 Z 4,3 

Virginia 2 a if & Z Z 3e 

West Visginia 2 - 6 43 1$ LG ae & 3 z 53 
Total 2 31 72 98 68 59 23 iS io) 369 


a/source: U.S. Sept. of Commerce. i951, 296i. U.S. Census of Agricuiture: 1550, 2953. 
Bureau. of the Census, Washington. 


fable 5. Average size of farm ia gtates in the Appalachian Region, i950 and i959a/ 


as Seer» 
i average 


Gel GS9 


| Change ia averageB 
Stata 


<n tt 
od 


i 


Alabang ; aie d 966% 242.9 

Georgia 93.1 118.2 22.3) 28,0 i29.9 eG o“s05 
Kentucky 72-0 93.7  Pheb 63,.G £22.38 23.8 
Haryland 126.6 BLS. obeF thee 137.26 2300 
North Carolina Sed 72.6 13.8 676% 83.4 16.4 
Mew York Sages. L629 3768 12062 £0308 Jae 
Chio 105.6 130.3 Zoek £03.22 332.3 2504 
Pennsylvania 302.9 12704 2502 9604 abie® 2225 
Tennessee $5.9 83.6 £463 8&3. 162.0 2200 
Virginia Goel a ly fy 25.42 i ae $34.5 jie% 
West Virginia 5309 137.6 3k od ico.3 137.6 3 


Total uuet iis. 2%06 3005 125.3 ai 


2/ source: U.S Sept. of Comerxce. i951, 1961. U.S. Cansug of agriculture: i950, i959. 
Gureau of cre Census, Washington. 


b/sne average size farm in the United States increased frau 215 to 302 acres. 


counties had farms averaging lesa than 30 acres and farag in $2 counties averaged 


150 or more acres. 
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Comnerciat 
a the 1950 and i959 agricultural censuses, farms wore classified oa tke 
basis of grose farm ealea as coumercial farms and other farms. In generai, 
perators of commercial farms usually cbtein most of their income from the 
sale of agricuiturel products. 
in both censuses, coamercial farms were divided into 6 economic classes, 
The 1959 class intervals were difZerent from those used in 1950, bowaver. in 
generai, in i950, ail farss with a vaius of sales of $1,205 or more were classe 
ified as comercial. Farms with sales of $256 to $1,199 were also classified 
@s commercial provided the fara operator worked off the fara iess than i103 cays 
per year eng provided other income the farm family reccived was iess than the 
value of farm products sold. Im 1959, a1] fares with ssoss esles of 32,560 oz 
core were comcerelal. in addition, farma with eaies of 350 to $2,499 were 
classified as comzercial if the operator was under 65 years of age, he cid 
mot work off the farm 100 days or more per year, and other incomsa his family 
received was less than the fcrm eales, In both cetsguses, the above vestrictioas 
Spplied oniy to Class Vi faras. Cperaters of farms in Classes i thousis V couid 
work off-faru mare than i600 days and ether income tha faudiy received could ex- 
ceed the vaiue of farm products soid. 


A & sualice APRRRCRE TOS ef the ferus in the Aopalachian Ragion was erasers ed 


ag coumercia i b than was ‘the | case in either the 11 contisusus gtetes or in the 
United States (Table 6). Im 1950, 45, 61, and 69 parsent of ail garms were 
classified as coumercial ia the éopalechian Besion, tke 11 contiguous states, 
and is the United Scates, respectively. By 1959, 47, 57, ond 65 percent of 
ali farus wore commercial im the Appalachians, the i) contiguous states, and 


is the United States, respectively. Tuerefore, it scoms more farmers in the 
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Table 6. Commercial farms in states in the Appalachian Region, 1950 and 1959a/ 


Area in the Appalachian Region Entire state 
Percent of commercial® Pexcent of commercia 
Percent of farms with sales less Percent off/} farms with sales less 
State | _ all farms | than $2,500 ali farms than $2,500 

1950 1950 | 1959 1950 } 1959 1950 1959 
Alabama 55.0 51.4 84.2 55.4 SE Ar lames 8) 80.6 41.9 
Georgia 37.6 ‘46.7 Gis 6 22.0 GEs7. “SGsa 67.6 22.7 
Kentucky (i aa 8 47.8 4465 AY 61.56). 576% 64.5 cy ieee] 
Maryland 53.3 54.8 46.3 :- 13.2 65.9" 63.6 33.5 8.7 
North Carolina 41.8 41.9 78.8 42.2 feL 63.0 ahead 22.4 
New York 69.5 68.6 ' 26.2 4.8 70.4 - 68.9 Zaen * 4.8 
Chio 53.4 45.0 53.8 19.4 67.4 60.6 3562 ook 
Pennsylvania Sioa 90.0 236.3 S04 60,£.% 58.8-: Baek 8.3 
Tennessee 45.1 43.3 81.8 45.5 S9et- cect 75.7 % Sa5e0 
Virginia 44.2 41.8 67.8 37.6 Skedwi seed 62.0 29.6 
West Virginia 25.5 28.5 69.2 39.4 28.6 28,6 592 ei eb 
Total 48.0 47.2 64.0 30.2 6055..-3666 ere 23.0 


2/source: U.S. Bept. of Commerce. 1951, i961. U.S. Census of Agricuiture: 1950, 1959. 
Bureau of the Census, Washington. 


B/eiens V and VI farms in 1950, Class VE in 1959. 


£/conmercial farms composed 68.9 and 65.1 percent of all farms in the United States in 
1950 and 1959, respectively. 


S/ tne percent of commercial farms in the United States with sales less than $2,500 in 
1950 and 1959 was 43.7 and 14.4, respectively. 
Appalachian Region depend upon off-farm work than in the surrounding area or in 
the nation. 

In general, commercial farms with gross sales of less than $2,500 per year 
are subsistence farms. Most of these farms are characterized by low capitaliza- 
tion and underemployment. As shown in Table 6, a larger proportion of commercial 
farms in the Appalachians had gross sales of less than $2,500 compared to the ll 
contiguous states, or to the United States. 

There was a large decrease in the percent of commercial farms with less than 
$2,500 gross sales in all areas from 1950 to 1959. However, much of this decrease 


was due to a definition change. 


there was considerable variation among the Appalachian counties im the per- 
cent of farms classified as commercial and in the percent of coemercial farms with 


farms sales cf less than 32,3500 per year (see suppiementary usps}. In geserai, 


) 


larger percent of the faras ia the northern area was clacsified as comnerciai ecue 
ared to the southern region. Furthermore, a iarger pregertion of the comsercial 
? a 


fares in the southern srea had gross farm saies of less than $2,500 per year. 


Yalue of Ferm Products Sold 
The high percentage of commercial farme having fara saies of iess thaa $2,500 


ig reflected in the low average waluc of a11 farm products sold per fara. The aver 


age value solid per farm in the Appalachiens in 1959 was caly 33,74 (lable 7}. This 
was ouly 77 sereent of the average value of eli farm products sold per fara ia tie 


Fs 


il state area, whera the average was $4,669, and was only shout 49 percent of tie 
average value per farm in the United States, where the average was approximately 
$9,000 vor fora, 

Tha difitcrence between the Appelachians end the iL contiguous states wes ics 
per acre then per fara (fable 7). in 1959, the value of all farm products sold per 
acre of farm land was 333.31 in the Aepaiachiaa Region and $36.87 ia the ii state 
erea. In bots cases, hovever, the average was greater than the U.S. average wncrs | 
epproxinately $30 worth of ferm preducts were sold per acre of fara iand. 

There was considerabie variation aguong the ccuntées in the value ef tars 
sales par farm and per acre. ‘the Appalachian counties ef Vest Virginia, waich 


includes the entire state, bad the lowest average sales per acre of care - Land. 
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in West ‘Virgina, the average was ouly 916035. The next iowest was for tke 4 do= 
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palachias counties of Kentucky, where the average was only $20.95 per acre. Tas 
iew York counties had the highest average amounting te 345.64 per acre. 
tae Appoiachian counties of Kentucky had the lawast average vaiue of farm sales 


pes farm with only $1,963, The highest average value of fara sales per farm aiso 
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Table 7. Value of farm products sold for states in the Appalachian Region, 19592 


Area in the Appalachian Region Entire state 
Average Average value Average value 
value per|' per acre of per acre of 


Prarcent daer- 
ived from 


’ =i 
VWercene dcr-~ 


ived from 


State. farm farm land farm land livestock 
dollars dollars ar dollars 

Alabama B.Ol7 i e4e95 54.5 3,040 25.04 33.2 
Georgia Spat iy (Tae 44,17 84.4 35715 30,89 — D267 
Kentucky 1,963 20.95 46.4 354k 30.462 Dkee 
Maryland Sy ao a — 41,49 ASE | 9,206 66.66 6ie2 
North Carolina 2,459 33.62 52.7 4,184 20.18 2064 
New York 8,693 43.54 ol.9 » ee a 56.00 736% 
Ohio 3,463 26.58 Lee 6,147 46.62 61.6 
Pennsylvania 9,938 47.12 1353 Vike 60.07 dad 
Tennessee 2,246) 26.5 60.5 34.009 29.51 4564 
Virginia 3,657 31.20 7702 4,343 3230 57.6 
West Virginia ¢2,254>. 16.35 78.5 2, 25% £0635 78.5 

Total “3,764 Soeah 68.8 4,569 38.87 397.0 


c 


alsource: U.S. Dept. of Commerce. 1961. U.S. Census of Agriculture: 1959. Eureau of 
the Census, Washington. 

occurred in the New York counties. Only in the Appalachian counties of Alabama and 
Georgia was the average value pex farm and per acre higher than tia) Fespactive state 
averages. | 

Due to the topography of the Appalachians, agriculture in this area is based 
primarily on livestock production. As shows in Table 7, livestock and Livestock 
products in 1955 constituted 69 percent of the vate o£ Zaxm products sold in the 
Appalachian counties. In the 1l state area livestock accounted for only 57 per- 
cent of the total value of farm sales. Only in Kentuck <y was the per cent of the 
total value of farm sales derived from livestock less in the Appalachian counties 
than in the state as-a whoie,. 

in general, there was au increase in livestock numbers on farus in the Ap- 
palachians from 1950 to 1959. “The number of cattle and calves increased in all 
areas except in West Virginia ( see supplementary map }. Although tie number of 


pecae and calves increased - in some counties ain eee Virginia, there was a iz. 2 
percent decrease for the state as a whole. In the Appalachian counties of New York 
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and Ohio tha percent inerease from 1950 to 1960 was less than one percent. The 
percent increases in the remaining state areas were somewhat greater, hovever. 

For example, the number of cattle and calvea increased im the Appalechisn counties 
of Georgia by 44 percent ard im Alabama by 70 percent. 

Although the umber of begs and pige increased in many Appalachian counties 
from 1950 to 1959, there wate sine decresees in many ereas (see supplementary map). 
Net decreases cecurred in the Appalachian counties of Marylend, Mew York, Onio, 
Pennsylvania, Virginia, and Weet Virginia. Net increases occurred in the Appslachian 
counties ef Alabeve, Gestgia, Kentucky, Worth Carolina, and Tennessee. 

Poultry production dimiaished ia many counties in the Rezica from 1950 to 1959 
(see Soppledantary usp). Met decrease occurred on ferme in the Appelechian counties 
of each state except Alabama, Georgia, Mew York, North Carolins, and Pennsylvania. 
However, the inerease ia the nusber of chickens on farme was quite large in some 
of these areas, Yor exemple, the number of chickens iuereased approuiuately 236 
jercent im the Appalachian counties of Georgia. 


kevel_of Living of Farm femilics 

The relative low economic position of farmers in many Appalachian counties is 
also shown in the farm operator level-of-living indexes presented im Table & and 
on supplementary maps. These indexes, which were computed om a county basis, ine 
cludes five items, These items are: (1) average value of gales per farm, (2) aver- 
age value of land and buildings per farm, (3) percentage of garee with telephone, 
(4) percentage of farus with home Greezers, and (3) percentage of ferus with aute- 
mobiles. A 

The U.$, county average ivdexzes for 1950 and 1959 were 39 vas LOG, respectively 
(Table 8). %m 1950, che U.S. average wee 16 poiete higher then the average for the 
4ppalechiens, where the everage wan 41. 3a 1959, the U.8. average was 2) points 
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Table 8 Farm Operator Level-of-Living Indexes for states in the Appalachian 
Region, 1950 and 19598/ 
(0.8. County Average in 1950 39; 40 1959 100) 


a oman a comenmemnemcemmeh = Fone Th ae re 


Georgia 26 f 7h 31 &2 
Kentucky 20 43. 39 72 
Maryland $3 96 i) a1 a3 
North Carelina — 22 39 32 74 
New York 79 al? &0 416 
Ohio $7 94 | 75 412 
Pennsylvania 63 109 70 4id 
Tennessee : 28 68 3k 7i 
Virginia 49 76 42 —« 
West Virginia 35 . 68 , 33 66 

Total 41 79 . Ok && 


a/ Sourcat Cowhig, James BD. 1962. VFaru Operator-of-Living Indexes, 1950 and 1959, 
Reonomie Research Service, Stat. Bull. Ne. 321, USDA. 


b/ indexes for areas and states are averages of county iudexes, unweighted for 
differences in the number of farms within counties, 
higher than the 79 average for he Appalachians. The Appslachiaa counties of Kentucky 
had the lowest averages for the two years. | En 1950, the index average for this group 
of counties was euly 20. Is 1939, the average was only 43, Only the Appalachian 
counties of Rew York end Penneylvania bad averages above the mationel county averages. 

Individual county averages are shan on supplementary maps. On these maps, the 
counties were ranked by quintile groups. Ali U.S. counties were considered in doter- 
mining in which quintile group an Appalachian county was placed. 

In 1950, most of the Appalachian counties outside the etates of Hew York, Chio, 
and Pennsylvania feli in the fourth er fifth quintile group. Ie contrast, most of 
the Appalachian counties of New York, Ohio, aud Peansylvenia fell im the second or 
third quintile group. | 

Im general, woot Appalachian counties ressined im the eames quintile group in 
1959, However, @ block ef counties im eastern and worth-centrel Weot Virginia slip- 
ped from the fourth te che fifth quintile group. Surtheruere, @ group of sountico 
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in Chio fell from the third to the fourth quintile group. Om the other hand, there 
was a relative ineresse in the level-ofeliving indexes for a few ecattered Appalachian 


counties (see supplementary map). 


Of ¢- i 

Aa would be expected im an area having low income from farming, the percentage 
of farm operators working off the farm and having income from nonfarm sources is 
bigh in the Appalachians (Table 9). The percentage of all farmers working off-fara 
100 days or more per year increased from 32.6 in 1950 to 37.6 in 1959. Although the 
percentage of farmere working off-farm more then 100 days in 1959 was greater ia the 
Appalachians than in the 11 estate erea and in the mation, the percentage increase in 
farmers working off their farms 100 days or more from 1950 to 1959 wae slightly greater 
in the i] state erea and in the nation than it was in the Appalachian Region. The 
percentage of all farmere working off-fare 100 deye or more increased from 26.6 in 
1950 to 33.0 im 1989 im che 11 otate ares end from 23 in 1950 te 30 in 1959 in che © 
nation, | 

The percentage working off-farm im the Appalachian counties of Alabama and 
Georgia increased by 13 end 12 percent, respectively, from 1950 to 1959. Aithough 
selative increases occurred in the Appalachian counties of the other states, the 
inet seeas were eualler, ranging from less tham one percent increase in West Virginia 
te an & percent increase in Chic. | 

Many comercial farmers were engeged in nonfarm work and had incomae fron 
sources other then the forn business. Ag shown in Table 10, the percentage of 
commercial eperatera working off theie farms 100 days or more increased from id 
to 15 percent between 1950 and 1939. Turthermere, the percentage having incoae 
from other sources greater than farm salee imeressed from 12 toe 1% percent (Taile 11). 
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‘ Table 9. Off+-fara cmploywent in states in the Appalachian Region, all farmers, 1950 
and 19593/ 
Area in the Appalachian fegioc is _____simtire state 
All farmere working Percent ALL farmers working | Perceat 
off-ferm more chan of ail off-fare more than | of ali 
State 400 da farmers lay¢g _ farmer s-= bh 
1950 £950 [1959 | 1956 ae [195012959 | 
Alabama 26,957 21,995 24.0 37.3 49,312 40,595 23.3 35.4 
Georgia 8,396 6,270 32.3 44.3 43,449 36,425 21.9 34.2 
Kentucky 24,058 43,922 26.9 25.7 45,907 40,611 21.9 25.9 
Maryland 4,653 A,A8k >) 34.7 35.7 AL, 223 6,652 31.4 34.6 
North Carolina 22,208 13,792 32.0 36.6 59, 93 $1,137 20.8 26.8 
New York 13,702 10,528 31.2 35.5 37,937 27,946 306.4 33.9 
Peansylvania 44,904 31,907 37.9 40.1 $4,407 39,0381 37.0 39.1 
Tennessee 30,356 26,478 29.2 35.9 33,516 $0,442 23.3 32.0 
Virginia 21,969 13,500 36.6 38.6 49,168 32,202 32.6 33.0 
Weat Virginia 35,071 89,118 §=643,0 43.4 35,0713 19,418 43.9 43.4 
Total 250,622 481,741 32.6 37.6 302,799 399,481 26.6 33.0 


8/source: UeSe Dept. of Commerce. A951, 1961. 
Bureau of the Census, Weehington. 


0.8 Ceneus of Agriculture: 1950, 1959. 


b/iwenty-three and 30 percent of ell farmers in the United States worked off their faras 
more than 100 days in 1950 and 1959, respectively. 


Of€-farm employment in states in the Appalechian Region, commercial faruers, 


Zable 10. 
1950 and 19598/ 
Area in the Appalachian Region Entire state _ 
Comercial farmers Percent of Conmercial farwers Percent of 
habe off-farm aides: off-fare | coumercial 
state 2 anh va ey ae han 100 gays farmers 
2 ot 959 | T1953 1959 359 
Alabana 3,257 4,587 5.2 15.2 7,605 7,697 5.9 43.7 
Georgia 670 1,752 8.9 26.3 §, 907 42,023 73 4728 
KRontucky 2,239 2,039 58 7.4 8,154 9, 096 6.1 10.5 
Maryland 29k 312 1.5 17.3 3,193 2,926 43.5 25.3 
orth Carolina 1,970 2,208 6.8 42.2 12,553 42,463 6.5 10.4 
New Yorts 4,487 3,632 .14.7 18.0 42,344 9,517 14.0 46.6 
Ohio 4,088 3,445 13.0 19.6 18,878 47,292 14.0 20.3 
Pennsylvania 10,869 6,433 15.9 A389 34,330 (S1,452 16.2 18.9 
Tennessee 3,414 3,858 6.6 12.13 8,992 ‘10,068 6.5 12.2 
Virginia 3,262 | 2,278 22.3 13.3 7,634 6,314 5.6 12.8 
West Virginia 2,783 2,079 12.0 46.3 2,713 2,079 42.0 46.5 
Total 37,230 34,623 140.4 15.2 104,772 99,834 92 414.5 
8/ source: U.S. Consus of Agriculture: 1950, 1959. 


U.S. Dept. of Commarea, 1931, 196%. 
achington. a 


Sureau of the Cengus, ©. 
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Table Ll. Yara families with other income greater than the value of farm products 
sold i states im the Appalachian Region, coumaercial farmers, 1950 and 
19592 
: intixe estate _ 
Percent of all 


State Huser EOTIMOR CIAL Sarr: 
J Alabama 5,007 4,439 §.9 : 44,7 9, 997 7,926 6.5 37 
if pire 1,436 2,066 14,7 31.3 11,337 11,527 9.7 12.6 
ntucky 2,947 2,130 7.6 7.8 9,601 &,724 7ok Gea 
sacriae 250 293 334. 16.6 3,253 3,213 413.9 19.5 
North Carolina 2,640 2,321 9.4 12.9 14,852 11,779 7o7 9% 
Kew York 3,996 2,939 13,1 14.3 10,705 7,783 12.2 13.7 
Chie 4,412 3,293 14.0 18.8 16,761 15,163 12.4 17.8 
Tennessee 6,036 4,388 12.9 43.7 . 21,425 10,390 3.7 12.6 
Virginia 4,149 2,580 15.6 13.3 9,157 6,865 11.7 4309 
West Virginia 4,310 2,572 16.5 20.4 4,319 2,572 48.5 20.4 
Total 43,587 34,303 12.3 1$.%8 125,500 95,520 5.4 43.9 


a/ Source: U.S. Dept. of Commerce. 1951, 1961. U.S. Census of Agriculture: 1950, 1959. 

' Bureau of the Census, Kashington. | 

The percentage of commercial operators reporting these circumstances was higher in 

the Appalachians than in the 11 etate area; however, as shown in Tables 10 and 11, 

the differences were euall. : a 
The variations emong the Appalachian counties in the percentage ef comercial 

farmera working off-farm 100 days or more and the percentage with other incone 


greater than the farm eales are shown on eupplementary maps, 


Regional Population Changes 
Recent population changes withia the Appalachian Region are shown in Table | 

i2. Getween 1950 and 1960, the population within the Region increased only 2.7 

percent. During the same perbd the population of the 12 contigueus states and 

the United States increased 12.7 and 18.5 percent, respectively. | Of the 21 state 

areas in the Region, two areas shoved population declines, These two areas were 
. West Virgiaia, where the population deslined by Meg percent, « and oumrnanids where 

* 15.4 seecheeng decrease occurred, e 
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Table 12. Papulation changes in states in the Appalachian Region, 1950 to 1960a/ 


_éntire state 
Percentage change? 


State 1950 to 1965 
Alabama 1,333 6.6 3,267 6.7 
Georgia 378 Teh 3,943 14.5 
Kentucky 875 15.4 ) 3,033 302 
Maryland 196 3.2 | 3,101 32.3 
North Carolina eae e 2.9 4,556 12.2 
New York Anaoe 10.8 46,782 13.2 
Ohio 1,599 9.7 ' 9,706 2202 
Pennsylivanla 7,159 4oi 11,319 7.3 
Teanessee 1,599 5.1 3,567 8.4 
Virginia 972 O77 3,967 ; 19.5 
West Virginia 1,860 “93 1,860 “7.3 

Totad 18,550 2e7 6$,107 12.7 


8/source: UsSs Dept. of Commerce. 1961. U.B. of Population: 1960. 
Bureau of the Census, Washington, 7 


b/ Zhe popuiation in the United States increased 13,5 percent. 


Population changes of individual counties are shown on supplementary maps. 

As shown on these maps, many counties throughout the Region had population losses 
from 1950 te 1960, In West Virginia, for example, only 15 of $5 counties had pop- 
ulation increases during this time period, In most of these counties the increases 
were suali, Jackson County had the largest relative gain with a 21.2 percent in- 
crease. in contrast, McDowell County had the largest relative loss with a 27.6 
percent decrease, 

The reasons for these changes are typical for many areas. A large manufacture 
ing plant was @atablished in Jackson County during the ten year period. Tais plant 
created nuscrous new jobe in the county which attracted workers from the surrounding 
area. In cotitrast, McDowell County suffered a large lose da the number of available 
jovs. In 1950, a majority ef thie county’s labor forces was eaployed in mining. From 
1950 to 1960, the coal mining industry underwent considerable mechanization. As a 
result, McDowell County leet approximately 10,000 jobe in thie industry alone. 
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As shown in Table 13, the perceatage of the Appalachian population clessi fied 
as rural decreased from 31 to 48 from 1950 to 1960. However, the rural population 
recained dominant in all Appalachian areas excopt the areas located in Alabana, Calo 
and Peansylvaaia. Furthermore, the Region was considerably more rural iu 1969 than 
the 11 state area, where oaly approximately 33 percent of the population was rural, 
or the nation, where 30 percent was rural (Table 13). Furthermore, the decrease in 
the perceatagea of the populatios classified ae rvral wee lese in the Appalachians 
than in the contiguous states or in the Uaited States. 


Table 13. Percentage of the population classified ag rural ia atates in tha 
Appalachian Region, 1950 and 19 


State ural 
EGE 
Alabaasg 35—5 30.6 56.2 45.2 
Georgia 7365 69,0 5407 44,7 
Kentucky fel 81.9 63.2 55.5 
Maryland 3 5503 $467 32.0 2703 
North Carolina 78.9 77.0 66.3 i 60.5 
New York - $1.6 : * $204 14.5 14.6 
Chto 49.6 46.3 29.8 2026 

Penneyivaaia 36.5 35.4 29-5 256 

Tennesgea 62.1 S7e2 55.9 “Jed 
Virginia 68.7 65.7 $3.0 E464 
West Virginia 65.4 61.% 65.4 61.8 
Total 52.0 48.4% 3708 3268 


a/Seources Ue &. Dept. of Commerce. 1952, 1961. U.S. Census of Population: 1950, 
19sG. Sureau of the Census, Washiagton. 


bfhirtyesix and 30 percent of the population ini the United States was classified 

as rural in 1950 and 1960, rdspectively. 

In 1960, most of the Region's urbam population lived iu areas designated by 
the Budget as Standard Metropolitan Statistical Areas (SNSA).: | 

qa general, each SHSA must include et least eae city with 50,000 or more ize 
habitsuta, or two cities having contiguous boundaries and constituting, for general 
econcaic and social purpeses, a elagle coommuaity with « combined population of at 
teast 50,600, the smaller of wich aust have @ population of at least 15,600. Isa 
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addiction to other metropolitan characteristics, at least 73 percent of the lesor 

force of a county included in a GSA wust be im Che nonagricultural labor force. 

7 A complete and detailed definition of a SHSA is given on pages 3 through 5 
of a 1961 Bureau of the Budget publication, Standard Metropolitan Statistical 


ATCABe 
Presented in Zable 14 ara the 23 Standard Metropolitan Scatietical Areas 


located in the Appalachian Region. These 23 SMSA ara composed of 40 counties 
and numerous cities and villages (also see supplementary map). Only cities having 
25,000 os more inhabitants in 1960 are presented in Tabla 14. 

As showa in Table 14, the combined population of the SHMSA'S waa 6,190,691. 
This amounted to 44.2 percent of the Region’s total population and 91.2 percent 
of the Region's urban population, 

The age of the population is important ia determichg the contribution of 
various nuciers of the group. Ia a society characterized with a high degrec of 
labor specialization, the young and the old wake little contribution to the economic 
productivity of the group. When these groups start to make up a larger percentage 
of the population, the potential productive power of tha labor force decreases. 

Feom 1950 to 1960 the prepertien of the population under 13 and over 63 yeara 
of age increased im moet counties of the Region (sce supplementary maps). In gene’ 
eral, the increase wae proportionally greater for the 65 and over age group com- 
pared to the younger group. This change in age composition has reduced the proportion 
of economically productive numbers of the population. Due to the lack of available 
jovs in wany parte of the Region, many adultes possessing some skills and training have 
aigrated to areas where jobe are available. , 


The Begion’s Labor Force 
From 1930 to 1960 the Region's civilien labor force increased only 1.6 percent . : 
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Table 14, Scandard Metropolitan Statistical Areas in the Appalechisn Region, i96ie/ 


AREA TLILE 1S60 Population 
County 
City, 196° population 
ALLZITOUN - SNTRLEMUEM - SASTOR, PRMISYLVAUEA 423,945 
Lehich Caunty 227,956 
Aliontows, 108,347 
Bethiehea, (part), 20,933 
Northampten County 201,412 
Eetalekes, (part), wht ie 
Easton, 31,955 
ALTOONA, PENNSYLVANIA 437,279 
Blair County 437,270 
Aitcons, 69,407 
ASHEVILLE, N. C. 130,074 
Bunecesbe Count 130,074 
Asheville, “60, 192 
BINGHAMTCH, Nii YORK 212,661 
Broome County 242,661 
Binghamton, 75,941 
BIRNINCHAM, ALABAMA 634, G64 
Jefferson County 634, 264° 
Bessemer, 33,054 oe 
Biradnghsam, 340,837 
CHARLESTON, WEST VIRGDIZA 252,925 
Kanawha County 252,925 
Charleston, 85,796 
CHATTANGOGA, TENNESSEE - GEORGIA 283, 169 
Hamilton County (Tenn) 237,905 
Chattanooga, 136,009 
Palker Couoty (ae) 45,264 
BRIE, POSNSYLVANIA 250,682 
Erie County 244,652 
Erie, 135,440 
GADSOEM, ALADSA? 96,9380 — 
Etowah Cor unky 96,920 
Gadsden, 36,083 
HARRISBURG, PANESYLVANZA 345,072 
Cumberiand County 424,616 
' Dauphin County 220,255 


Rarrisburg Ps 79, 697 | 


Table 14 (coutinued) 


(CRT Ra re ee EN: eet 
aRZA TITLZ 
See 
Cicy, 31965 rosulation 


me TINGTOY « ASHLAND, WeVA. = KE, = O8ZO 
Cabell County Of. Vae) 
“hunedageon part), 77,2740 
Wayne County Ci. Vae 
Huneinsion (part), 5,887 
ate County (Kye) 
Ashland, 32,283 


ee. county (hie) 
HUNTSVILLE, ALABAMA 


Madigon Gownks 
Hunteviiie, 72, 365 


JOEISTOIN, PONNSYLVANTIA 
Cambria Cowes 
Johnateaua, 53,949 


Someraet Count 


ENOAVILLE, TUMNESSER 
éndergon Coun 
O2k Ridse, 27,124 
Blount County 
Amox County 
imoxviiie, 111,627 


PITTSOURGH, PENNSYLVANIA 
Lileshkeny Count 
Hekeesporé, 45,489 
Victsburgh, 604,332 
Weat Mifgin, 27,289 
Wiikinssurs, 30,086. 

Beaver Cownty 
Aliquippse, 26,369 
Vashineton Cronty 
Westmereiund Count 


READING, PSEUSYLVANIA © 
Berks County 
Neading, 92,177 


ROANOKE, VIRGINIA. 
Roanoke County 
Roanokc, 37,110 
SCRANTON, PLUNSYLVANIA 
chavanné Covat 
Scranicz, 112,463 
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2960 Population 


254,780 
103,202 


33,977 
52,163 
55,436 
417,345 
447,545 
250,753 
203,263 
77,458 


365,055 
60,032 


206,943 


217,271 
352,629 


275,414 
275,414 


£58,003 
453,003 


234,534 
254,554 
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raise CR a Te eet ie elie RIC 
Tacsic L6 eeaU arr ereratec ere | 
OREDID even WEES WASTER 
ARiaws SlTae 


Count 7 


Bay, ge ; 
Pare Rae iene ED Sep ee 
LAnweye £¢ SS HOBMete 2.01 


STULL : - BETRTON, Oato ~ Ve Vibe 
Jeizeraon tranty (hie) 
VEGUO SV o4K Sy: 32,495 
Brocne County QW. Vae) 
Weirton (gare), 4,134 
Hancock County We VaeJ} 
Hadscon Ceart), 24,663 


TUSCALCGSA, ALAZAA 
fuscs.20%4 County 
tuscahioua, G5,370— 


WHEELING, WEST VIRGINIA e OIG 
Ghia County Gi. Vae 
wreaiiag, 33,400 

Baral OuAEY. we Vae) 

takviont County (Ohia> 


WILSES ~ ee - HAZLETON, PENNSYLVANIA 


YOUNSSTCAN + VSRREN, CHIO 
is condvs Ceamky 
Youngssoun “(part), 1¢6, 631 
Trurtull Townes 
Youngsicun (part), 38 
Varrea, 53,645 


etal Popylaties 


af 


Source; Gureau of the budget, 1961. Standard Net 


1960 Pooulacion 
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167,736 
99,203 


23,949 
39,645 


169 ,G47 


190,342 
63,437 


35,042 
3,554 


346 ,972 


. 345,972 


509,006 
309,430 


208,526 


190,691 


wopolizan Statistical Areas, 


Office of Statistical Aprurnetian U.5. Government Printing Office, Vashington. 


Compsred to this relatively small decrease, the labor force inereasad in the ii 


state srea iG percent and the United States 15.4 pereeat (Zable 15). 


12 wany 


éppalschian counties, the laber foree contained less workera in 1960 than ia 


1950. in the Kegional part of Kentucky, the labor force diminished by 25 percent. 


tn West Virginia, i¢ decreased by 14 percent. 


In the Segional part of Maryland, 


io, Pennsylvania, and Virginia oaly modest gains were reported, The ulgration 
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Table 15. Percentage change in the civilian iabor force in states in the Anselachian 
Sogdou, 1950 to 19608 


Entira state 
Civilian labor 
force, 1960 


"Siar aetna arieanenaeeanennner amie 
Percentage Havans 33,8 
4950 toe 1960 


State 


thousand ad 
Werkere 
Alabana 4,430 5.9 
Georgia 4,450 21.6 
Reatucky G56 C.5 
Maryland rok 26.9 
North Cazolica 272 509 1,800 24.3 
New York &89 508 6,952 £u,0 
Galo _ 52% 300 3,707 13.5 
Pennsylvania 2,706 Zed 6,402 0D 
Tennessee 534 70% , : i,23o 9.2 
Virginia ee Ye ek 2,409 27.0 
West Virginia Sb? 11.0 307 -1i.0 
total 6,463 1.6 24,794 40.0 


B/source: US. Dept. of Commerce. 1952, 19614, U.&. Census of Population: 1950, 
i960. Buresu of the Census, Washington. 


2/tae civilian labor in the United States increased 15.4 percent. 


of workers isom many aress is reflected in these negative and small positive dacreases 
an the civilian labor force. 

There were significant changes iu the percent of the labor force eaployed is the 
major industrias from 1950 to 1960. Following are percentages of the civilian isso 
force eaployed in agriculture, forestry, and fisheries, mining, construction, aad | 
manufacturing in 1950 end in 1960. 

4s previously shown, the maber of farme in the Appalachian Region decreased by 
approximately 37 percent from 1950 to i960. This large reduction in fara wuabers 
would necessavily cause a reduction in the sumber of workers engaged in agricuitural 
work. 

380 percentage of tae civiliaa labor force expleyod in agriculture, forestry, 
end Zisherics in the Appalachians ia 1950 and 1960 is presented in Table i6. Sue 
to the suali proportion of the civilians labor force eaployed in forestry and fisherics, 
vorkers employed in these industries wore included with agricultural vorkers. 
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Tatle 16. Fe 


Ares in the Appalachian Recion Entire state 
State | Percent employed Percent employed b 
1959 7 Sees Cad 1959 | i560 __ 
Alabama 2322 ied ( 23.6 9.3 
Georsia 20.6 : 8.90 fied Geis 
Kentucky 352.5 15.5 25.36 13.4 
Maryland Ppa 5.0 6.3 aa 
North Carolina 25.9 11.6 24.9 42.4 
New York i2Z.a 5 Fed ; Zea Lat 
Chio ii.9 5.5 6.7 i 
Pennsylvania hee 7 F 2.9 &.G Zs 5 
Temnessee 20.7 10.3 21.0 15.3 
Virginia 18.9 i0.2 14 os ae 5 
West Virginia 9.4 4.1 524 Sek 
Total 12.0 f6.0 5 9.3 5,0 
Sema 


a/ Seurce: U.S. Dept. of Commerce, 1952, 1961. U.S. Consus of Population: i956, 
1960. Surecu of the Census, Washington. 


b/ iweive and 6.4 percent of the civilian iabor force cf the United States was 
eaployed in these industries in 1959 and 1960, respectively. 

43 show in Table 16, the percentage of the civiiias iabor ferce employed in 
agriculture, forestry, and fisheries docreased frou i2 percent in i950 te G percent 
in 1960. turing the same period, the percentage of the iabor force eaployeé ia these 
industries ia the ii state area decreased from approximately 16 to 5 percent. 

There waa considerable varistion in the change in the percentage of the civilian 
labor force employed in these industries in the counties of the Region (sca supple- 
mentery maps}, in Se eat. larger relative decreases occurred in the southera gort ion 
of the Region, | , 

sining ga the Appalachian Rogion has generaliy been recognized as one of its 
major industries. In the past, aining was considered 4 kay elesant in the Regioa's 
economic growth. More recently, however, mechanization in thia industry hes icad 
to econouic decline in the Region, Sctween 1950 and 1960 regional employment in the 
mining industry declined from approximately 478,000 te 203,000, @ loss of 275,000 
jobs. | 
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Lituminous coal mining accounia. for about 35 pereent of the Region’s total 
mineral industry employment. Cther minerals ained are anthracite coal, limestone, 
mics, building sand and stone, of1, aid gas, 

The pescent ef the civilian labor force employed in mining in states ia the 
Appalachian Region in 1950 and 1960 is sham in Table 47. Ragional employwent ia 
mining as & poveent of the total labor force decreased from 7.5 percent in 1956 to 
3.1 percent in 1960. In 1950, employaont in mining in West Virginia and ia the 
Regional pact of Kentucky made-up appronimately one-Zigth of the total lasor forca 
in these arccs. Im 1960, only 10 percent of West Virginia's labor foree aad about 
13 percent of the Regional part of Aontucky'’s labor force was exployed in minlag. 
These changes represent a loss of approximately 75,000 jobs in West Virginia and 
31,009 Jobs 2a Keatucky. 


Tabie i7. Varvcent of the civilian laber force employed ia mining ia states ia 
the Appalachian Region, 1950 and i96ce/ 


State Bed ee 

- js Roeu 1500 
Alabams a7 1.8 geo bed 
Georgia ied ied Vat Oe% 
Kentucky 20.6 12.8 0D Sek 
Maryland 2.2 i.0 G.3 G.2 
North Carolina 0.6 : 0.7 Cred G2 
New York 0.5 0.4 O03 G.2 
Caio 4.5 Zea eG O23 
Pennsylvaaia Jae 2.3 4% deo 
Tennessee 2.6 50% Lea of 
Virgiaia 3.8 5.6 oem i.4 
West Virginia 20.3 io.k 2003 106k 
Totsi 305 ; : 304 dad iG 


Weource: UsS. Gept. of Comserce, 1952, 1963, U.S. Comsus of Population: i950. 
1960, Suresau of the Census, Washinzgcon, 


blone and three-tenths and one percent ef the clvilian labor force of the United 
States was cployed in mining ia 1950 and 1960, reepectiveiy. 


Ta ceras of total esployment, miniag ig not as ienortant in the Regional 
part of the ether Appalachian statea as it is in Zentucky and Fest Virgisia. 
Rovever, ia sany Appalachian counties of other states, mining is very important. 
Suoloyment in mining ag a percent of ths total laber forces for counties is chow 
on supplementary maps. 

Tha perceatage of the civilian labor force eaployed in consturction ia states 
in the Anpsiachian Region in 1950 and 1960 is shown in Table 13. These data ine 
dicate about the same proportion of the iabor force wag @upioyed in the construction 
industry in the Appalachians es was exaployed im the 1i state area and the United 
States. the percentaga employed in iadividsal counties in 1950 and i960 is chewa 
on supplomentary maps. | 


Tadie 18, Bercent of the civilian labor force employed in construction in states 
in she Appalachian Zegion, 1953 to 19602 | 


Avea in the Annalachian Resion ceememenameeeis state 
State Percent emloyed Z Percent esplioyeds! _ 

: 1580 SC eRe ae CT ae i ST 1355 
Aladams 52% 6.8 Sek &e3 
Georgia 5.9 6.1 563 GD 
Kentuck? 4.6 Gi Se} 5.0 
Maryland 5.3 5.7 fea Ged 
How York 30% Sed 44% Sa 
Chio 42% 5.5 308 4.3 
Pennsylvanis 4.9 4.8 Bed be 7 
Tomiessea 72 6.5 Pre) Get 
Virginia — 6.3 Gef 6.9 665 
West Virginia 6.9 5.8 ae) 560 

Tatai 523 See 5G Sea 


8/swuree: 0.5. Dept. of Comseree, 1952, igsi. U8. Ceasus of Population: i953, 
1969. uresn of the Census, Washington. 


b 
Vive ead eight-tenths and 5.6 percent of the civiiian iabor force of the United 


States was coplcyed im consteuction in 1950 and 1966, cozpectively. 
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A comucn conception of the Appalachian Region is that 4¢ is predominantly an 
agricultural and mining area. However, in terms of euployment, a larger percentage 
of the civilian labor force is employed in wenufecturing than in agriculture and 
mining combined. 

In 1950, 28.4 percent of the civilian labor force of the Region was enployed 
in manufacturing. In 1960, 31.7 percent was so employed (Table 19). This changa 
represents approximately 239,000 additional manufacturing jobs, Compared to thia, 
27.6 and 28.5 percent of the labor force of the Ll contiguous states and 24.7 and 
28.7 percent of the labor force of the United States was exployed in manufacturing 
in 1950 and 1960, respectively. Therefore, in terms of euployment, manufacturing 
ia more importent in the Appalachian Region than im the i] estate area or in the 
United States, | | 
Table 19. Percent of the civilian labor force employed in wanufecturing in states 

in the Appalachian eon 1950 to iscoa/ 


Entire stare?/ 


State 45) i §\5 mp Layee 
ee it ee ee iséa 
Alabama 21.9 25.8 
Georgia 3 : 2223 a0 250k 
Kentucky 3.3 13.7 15.3 : - 4929 
Maryiand 23.6 : lar <P nee 2309 23.3 
Korth Carolina 30.3 : 35-8 °°. Zieh 30.3 -° 
Yew York 39.0 32.1 : AGced 2iek 
Chia 35.7 37.4 35.24 35.6 
Pennsylvania 32.6 34.4 33.8 34eik 
Tennessea 25.8 36.3 202% Zhe? 
Virginia 21.3 26.3 19.8 2bed 
West Virginia 18.0 21.4 18.0 21.4 
Total 4304 31.7 27.6 25.5 


af Source: U.S. Dept. of Comserce. 19352, 1961. U.S. Census of papnaes tows 1939, 
1960. Sureau of the = Conaes, Washington, 


oY sventy-four and seven-tenths and 25.7 percent of the civilian labor force of the 
United States was ep hered in memadacturing im 1956 and ners eeopectively. 
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There was considerable variation among the Appalachian counties in the percent 
‘of the labor force employed im manufacturing (see supplementary maps). In general, 
manufacturing jobs composed 4 smaller proportion of the total number of jobs in the 
counties of Kentucky and Vest Virginia. | | 


Some problems that have developed in the Appalachian Region 
The cause of economic and social problems that have arisen in the Appalachian | 
Region and problems that are likely to arise because of chaauee that have occurred 
probably catinot be pinpointed to a single change or cause. Most problems are the 
result of cumulative changes. On the other hand, mary probleme that exist, es- 
pecially in agriculture, are the result of changes thet have aot occurred rather 
than changes thet have occurred, 

Many problems facing the agricultural sector of the Region can be attributed 
to changes that have not occurred. Even though some arcas of the Kegion support 
efficient agricultural units, ay of the Region's farnus are of the subsistence 
type. In apite of the large decrease in farm numbers the gross cash receipts of 
most of the farms are still very low. a, 

Appaischian egriculture reusing a situation omaltine from too many people 
dividing the returns from too few resources. Due to the searcity of agricultural . 
land and adverse weather conditions, there is little evidence thet tetal agri- 
cultural | income ean be significantly expanded by new meathode of enterprises. the 
limited resource, land, wakes the effielent une of aresent machinery cacuteniis 


unfeasible, Farming is en activity associated with reduced coset per unit of cut- 
put as total ovlput increases. Since the Region's topography end weather condi dons 
makes the realisation of this conditios highly wnlikely, i¢ seems the gost sericus - 
agricultural probles is too many people dividing the limited income. 

There is Litele feason to believe that the Region's tetal agricultural income 
would decrease if additional people left agriculture, In Weet Vinginia, for example, 
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farm nuubers decreased by 46 pereent from 1950 to 1999, During the saze period 
the value of agricultural products sold increased by approximately 21 percent. 
sone of this lise te due to an increase in prices. However, the main point 
is chat totai agricultural income did not decraase. 

As previously shown, aa increasing proportica of the Region's farmera are 
working off their farms. The number of nonagricultural jobs now available to the 
people of the Region falls short of the current labor force. This is sham by the 
high uneupicyment rate. Farmers desiring off-farm work may find it inereasingiy 
difficult to obtein @ job. : | 

Most of the nonagricultural problems and some problems facing the egricultural 
population are the result of changes which have occurred in the KRegion’s economy. 
Hany of these problens are the result of a cumulative process. 

Most students of problems connected with underdevelopment and development 
have referred to a circular or cumlative process. As Myrdal’/ points out, 2 
change in the economy of « nation of a region leads te other changes. The first 
change ia both the cause and effect of other changes. If this initial change is 
a@ negative change, avaenueat changes will lead te other negative changes. ‘The 
result will be @ deterioration of economic and social conditions within the region 
or notion, Cn the other hand, shovid the initiel change be @ pesitivea or favorabie 
change, subsequent changes will lead te improved conditions within the region. 

Myrdal aise points evt that there ere no tendencies toward selfsetabilization 
aa assumed in the traditional equilibrium eystea.3/ In the usual case, & change in 
the systen 22g Rot create countervailing changes but supporting changes which tend 


_Yivecal, Gunner. 1957, Rich lende aud poor. Uarper & Brothore Publishers, 
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to move the svetem in the eame direction as che firet change, but much farthaz, 
It is because of this circular action a social or economic process tends to ba- 
come cusulative, 

According to this theory there are changes which can step and stabilise 
this process. These changes are not, however, @ natural outcome of forces 
amdogenous te the system. Both favorable and unfavorable forces can be acting 
within the syetem simultancously, Theas forces can cancel each other and bring 
the systea to a halt. Myrdal further states that this position is unstable and 
any new exogenous change will again atart 4 new cumslative process away from the 
position of rest in the direction of the new change. 8/ 

Ic seems this theory is applicable to many changes that have occurred in the 
fgpalachian Region, The large decrease in the number of workers employed in the 
coal mining industry and the subsequent migration of these workere and their fame 
difes bas croated many economic and social problems. iechanization in the coal 
mining iudustry, sot a decrease in the tetal agount of coal mined, has bean the 
cause of the eiemployment. Unemployment in steel and other major industries bas 
also led to serious problems. However, uneaployment in the major aining centers 
has caused greater problems because of the lack of other sources of auployuent. 

Large scale unemployment has firet, secoad, third, and additécaal round effects 
om the area inflicted, The long-run changes are the cumulative reaults of the shorte- 
run changes. 

The first round or primary effect of uneuployment was, of course, workers 
becaue unemployed, This, 4n turn, decreased incomes and demand in the area ine 
flicted. The reduction im incomes and demand lowared incomes and caused uncaploy- 
ment in the service industries that served the toflicted area. 
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ée the process continued, the ielileted areas woceme lesa uitrvuctive fox 
buginesses ond workers in the avea and many woved from the inflicted areas to 
areas offering better markets for thele resources. When this move occurred, 
incowés ead diasgnd decreased again, it fa reasonable to expect that the migrants 
were oitractcd to aress whera ecotomlc activity was expanding. The expanding 
aveags may have been urban centers witiia the Region of areas cutaide the Region. 
According to west migration studies, siyration is aluost alwaya selactive in 
teras of age and training of Che aigxant. Za xespect to age, our data show there 
has been au increase ta the proportion of dependent persona in the Region's pop- 
ulation. 

This population shifc has obvicusiy had some affect on the quality of educa~ 
tion, roads, and other public facilities the inilicted areas are able to maintain. 
The quality of public facilities an area is able te maintain depends largely oa 
tha amount of tases the iocal goversaeut is able te collect. Although a large 
proportion of the tutal awount speat om many iccali facilities cowes frow federal 
sources, the iocai government aust, ia most cases, have matching funda in order 
to avcuia the ouiside funds. Tus reduced dncowes and dawaud and the subsequent 
wlgration will necessarily reduce che Sinai of taxes collected. 

Puceé wich a diminishing tax fund, the local govertmment seems to have at 
least tuo possible alteraatives. If the local government desires to maintain 
adequste schools, hospitals, and other faciiicies, tha tax sate will have to 
be tare neaed, Uowever, tim higher tax vate way have serious repercussions. 
way influence ether workers to iwave the area and aigo keep some industry from 
enulexing the axvca. The additional migration will again decrease demand and incomes. 

& second siternative is te let the tax vate vewain Zaixiy coastant and ict 
the standards of the various public services become lower. It seems this alterna- 
tive ig the one taken in wost areas hard bit by population lesses. in most cases, 
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the quality o% schools, hospitals, roads, water and sewage facliitieos, and local 
government hag deteriorated, The physical appearance of homes, stores, atid public 
buildinze aiso tends to deterierate. 

It appesrs that this has happencd iu many areas of the Appalachian Region. 

The lesa of incomes and demand through less of employment and gubsaquont aigratios 
has resulted in poor publie faciliticas and an unfavoraiie age dlatributien. The 
poor public factlicies and the poor phyateal appearance of many inflicted areas 
tends te dlecourage industry from establishing in the area. 

The problems of ‘unfavorable age distributions, iose of {neenes and demand, a5 
the inability to maintain adequate public facilities are preaant im wany communities 
in the Region. In addition, in many erteas agriculture ia faced with the provica of 
having too navy people dividing thea returns from too sew resources. 
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